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J 4 REPLT t Mr. Martin's 
ExAMINATION, Ec. 


* 


— — * 


The INTRODUCT10N. 


Is not my Deſign to make this Reply 

OY: equal in Length to Mr. Martin's Exa- 
1 mination : He has mingled ſo many 
long hiſtorical Narrations concerning 

2 IR late Authors; has introduced his Ar- 
euments with ſuch flouriſhing Preambles; and 
afterwards confirms them with ſo many high Com- 
mendations, that I find a great deal which J need 
take no notice of. 

I pretend not to ſay that Il am not miſtaken 
in any accidental Matter whatever: and therefore 
if 1 negleQed to diſtinguiſh Eucherius, from the 
African Biſhops,when he liv'd in an Iſle on the op- 
poſite Coaſt ; or if I had miſtaken, in calling the 
XIth Age St. Bernard's Time, inſtead of the 
XIIth, it had been no great Matter; for as to 
this, 'Mr. Martin himſelf bad ſaid, That toward 
the end of the eleventh Century, St. Bernard quoted 
this Text in many of his Writings*. And I thought 
I had been very ſure that he could not make 
very many Quotations an Age before he was 
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born; and ſo I ventur'd to ſay. he liv'd in that 
eleventh Age in which he wrotée: but- Mf. Martin 
corrects me, ſaying, Þ Nor did St. Bernard live in 
the XIth, but the XIIth Age. Whereas the truth 
of the whole Matter is juſt the contrary; for 
he was born towards the end of the XIth Age, 


* » fays Dr. Cave) ſo that he did not 
dte this Text in the XIth Age, which Mr. Martin 
das affe, but yet he did RA Sick Age, 
which he denies z fo little Caption does he uſe in 
what he writes, But I paſs on to what more 
nearly affects our main Argument. 

I obſerve two things in Mr. Martin's Entrance 


upon his! Work, in his very firſt Leaf, that are a 


little ſurprizing : 


1. That he ſhould preſume to ſay, p.2. That | 


the uni verſal antient Church has ſuppoſed this Text 
to contain the Doctrine of the Trinity of Perſons in 


the Godhead , when tis not pretended: to be once 


mention'd by any one of the antient Greek 
Church ar Writers; and but once zs pretended, 
with any, and that very little, colour, to be 
quoted by any Latin till the fifth Century. If 
this amount to a Teſtimony of the univerſal 
antient Church, I dare engage to produce her 
Teſtimony, and one much more ample, for many 
ſtrange things which Mr. Martin would not believe. 

2. I wonder, that when be will not conteſt 
againſt the Arians from the laſt Words, Theſe 
three are one, Whether they don't. mean only an 
Unity of Teſtimony, he ſhould yet think them 
diſtreſs'd by proving the Father, Son, and Spirit, 
to be three Perſons from their being three Mitneſſes; 
and that I, for this Reaſon, was in 4 Miſtake, 
io ſaying, the Words, if genuine, were as favou- 
rable to them call'd Arians, as to any; and adds, 
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Mr. Martin's Examination, G. 5 


1 know not whence he learned that the Arians ever 
believed the Holy Spirit to be a Perſon really ſubſiſting. 
And truly 1 as little know whence it is that 
he has not learn'd it, except it be from his not 
having look'd much into the Controverſy, how 
much or how forcibly ſoever he may have written 
upon it, as his Preface tells us. And I dare 


2 aſſure him, that if he have no occaſion for this Text 
but to prove the Haly Spirit a Perſon, thoſe call'd 


Arians will grant him the Benefit of it in ſome 
other Text more expreſs; and he has leſs reaſon 
to feek for it here, where the Vater and Blood are 
called Vitneſſes alſo, which yet are not Perſons. 

I obſerve alſo, that Mr. Martin * reckons it a 
mighty Advantage, that this Text has been found 
(tho not conſtantly, as he ſays) in the Latin Bibles 
of the Weſtern Churches, from the Age when Printing 
began, upwards to the eighth Century: which with 
me, I confeſs, is of ſmall account, when the 
Inquiry is, whether ever it was in the Greek 
Original, or in the Bibles of the fir Ages; 
which is not to be proved by its being now in 
thoſe of the latter times. 8 
And tho he ſays a Text does not loſe its Au- 
thority becauſe the Manuſcripts vary, yet the 
learned and judicious will allow me to tel} him, 
that when, as he ſuppoſes, any Texts are varied, 
Or are wanting in aivers Manuſcripts of the greateſt 
Antiquity, tho read in others, (which is not the 
Caſe of our Text) their Authentickneſs as to us, 
becomes leſs certain and more doubrful in pro- 
Portion to the want of Evidence of their Ge- 
nuineneſs: and yet Mr. Martin is not ſo ingenuous 
as once to confeſs this Text to be ſo much as 
doubtful, tho wanting in all the known Greek Ma- 
nuſcripts, without any Diſagreement or Varia- 
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tion; but always ſpeaks of it as moſt certainly 
genuine, proved by indiſputable Witneſſes, and by a 


great Variety of Proofs, every one of which is con- 
cluſive, without the Aſſiſt ance of the reſt, and the 
like: in which as. I believe be is almoſt ſingular, | 


ſo it ſhali not affiight me from purſuing my Argu- 
ments for the contrary. a 


The Sum of my Argument againſt Mr. Martin 1 


in relation to this Text, was in three Concluſions : 

1. That no one antient nor genuine Greek 
Writer mentions this Text upon any Occaſion 
whatever. To which he oppoſes only two Paſ. 
ſages of ſome uncertain counterfeit Aihanaſuu, 
but relies more upon ſome of the Larins. 1 

2. That, among ſo many which want the Verſe, 
there is not one antient Greet Manuſcript pro- 
duced to countenance its Admiſſion into the Text. 
To this he bas oppoſed one Manuſcript at Berlin, 
of which he has made ſome Pretences of a ſhuffling 
Defence. = 

3. That we have no well atteſted Evidence, 
or ſatisfactory Account, of any one having for- 
merly ſeen any ſuch Greek Manuſcript, tho it 
has been much preſumed, and in general Terms 
ſaid, there were ſome. To this he has oppoſed 
Robert Stephens's Manuſcripts, atteſted, as he 
thinks, by Bez; and alſo St. Jerom's Teſtimony, 
taken from his Preface, and his Verſion of the 
New Teſtament. 5 

Theſe three principal Points, with which 
ſome ſmaller things will naturally ftand or fall, 
I ſhall again conſider and defend, that I may 
confirm the aboveſaid three Concluſions, Only I 
intend to leave tbat about the Greek and Latin 
Fathers to the laſt Place, aud begin with the 
Second, concerning the Berlin Manuſcript, which 
formerly I was uot fully informed of. 


CHAP. 
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My. Martin's Examination, &c. 7 


CHAP. 1. 


A true Account of the Berlin Manaſcript, 
which Mr. Martin ſays is reputed to be 500 
Tears old; and his very diſingenuous Conceal- 

ment of the Evidence he had of the contrary. 


5 HAVE argu'd againſt the Authority of 


1 John 5.7. that *tis not found in any one 
antient Greek Manuſcript before Printing, as far 
as yet appears to the learned World: So that it 
ſeems to have been inſerted in the publick Im- 


7 prefſions without any good Warrant. Mr, Ad. 
on the contrary tells us, that *tis in a Manuſcript 


at Berlin in the King's Library, reputed 5C0 Tears 
old *; and that F. le Long gives this Account 
upon the Teſtimony of Saubertus and Tollius; and 
Dr. Kettner relates the ſame, &c. This indeed 
was ſomething to the purpoſe, if true, But 


when I look d into F. le Long and Tollius, I found 


not a word of this Account there; neither that 
the Manuſcript was reputed to be 500 Tears old, 
nor that the Paſſage of St. John is in it, (tho 


this latter proves in fact to be true:) Hereupon 1 
thought it meet to make ſome further Enquiry 


about this Berlin Copy. ö 
Underſtanding there was a Gentleman from 
Berlin then at London, capable of giving a good 


Account of this Matter, I deſir'd a Friend, who 


was likely to ſee him, to ask bim about it; 
which he did, and brought me for an Anſwer, 


that the Text in diſpute was only in the Margin 
of the Berlin Greek Manuſcript. Whether the 
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Queſtion put, or the Gentleman's Anſwer to it» 
was miſtaken, 1 know not; but it ſeems by the * 
following Letter, here was an Error, and I was! + 
miſinform'd as to the Greek Manuſcript it being} + 
only the noted Latin Manuſcript which wanted 7 
this Verſe ia the Text, but had it in the Margin. 
Mr. A. who it appears knew the whole Matter fe 
(more than he had the Ingenuity to confeſs) con- 
firms one part of his Account by freſh Advice ( 
from Berlin, viz, that the Paſſage, 1 John 5. 7. 11 
3s in the Text of the Greek Mannſcript; but the , 
other part, viz. the Antiquity of the Manuſcript, gf - , 
(without which the other is nothing at all) is in | 
a manner given up by his Friend, who adds, bur it 
we can affirm nothing certain Concerning its Anti- 6 
quity. I wiſh Mr. M. had let us know whether | 
this was all that in this Letter was ſaid relating 
to the Manuſcript, and whether his Correſpon- | .. 
dent, who could ſay nothing for its Antiquity, | 
did not at the ſame time acquaint him with f fa 
Arguments of its Novelty, which in juſtice ought en 
not to be concealed by an honeſt Inquirer after on 
the Truth. 5 1 
Immediately after the foremention'd Words 
of the Letter from Berlin, Mr. M. adds a Para- 4 
graph, in which I preſently thought I diſcerned c 
the Marks of great Diſingenuity, Confuſion, | in 
and Guilt. Whether, ſays he, hit Manuſcript be | fc. 
500 Years old, or more, or leſs, if they will have it 
ſe, is a Point to be diſcuſſed by thoſe learned Men, 
whoſe particular ſtudy has been about the Ink, the ©, 
Parchment, the form of the Characters, and ſuch other 
Matters, whereby they judge almoſt exattly of the | 
time a Manuſcript was wrote in; and yet are oft 
miſtaken, I make my ſelf no Party in this Affair; I 
ſtand to what I quoted from F. Long: My Quotation 
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Mr. Martin's Examination, &:. 9 
zs faithful; and whatever be determined concern in 


the Antiquity of the Copy, the Paſſage of St. John is 


found in it, and ſtands in the Body of the Text ; 
that's enough: Even leſs: would ſuffice, ſince the 
Truth I maintain has no need of the Berlin Manu- 
ſcript. Here is ſuch ſhifting and ſhuffling, ſaying 
and unſaying, laying all on the Back of F. Long, 
(who yet had not ſaid what Mr. Martin quotes 


3 him for, as ſhall be ſhewn) ſuch a modeſt Wil- 


lingneſs to be content with the Truth of one 
half of his own Aſſertion, that yet was utterly 
inſignificant by it ſelf ; nay, to be content with= 
out any part of it, and to account it enough tho 
it were nothing at all; that I had reaſon to 
ſuſpe& here was ſomething very unfair, if the 
True State of the Berlin Copy could be fully known, 

Having the Happineſs of an intelligent Friend, 


* who held Correſpondence with a very learned 


and eminent Perſon in Saxony, I obtained the 
favour of him to write to his Correſpondent to 
enquire into this Matter; who received (and 


tranſmitted hither in the Original) the following 
Letter from the celebrated Mr. La Croze, the 
learned Library-Keeper of the King of Pruſſia; 


in which, with the Candor and Ingenuity, be- 
coming a Perſon of Integrity and true Learn- 
ing, he has given this full Account of the Manu- 


ſcript under his Care. 


Vir Ampliſſime, 
AL O diſcas ex litteris meis ea quæ 
nomine Cl, C—— flagitas, quam ab eo 
ipſo, ad quem, ut pote ad virum mihi minus cog- 
nitum, litteras deſtinare nolui, Miror Codi- 
cem noſtrum, librum nullius auctoritatis, aſſe- 
rendæ dubiæ lectioni idoneum videri, cum jam 
ego compluribus viris eruditis, ipſique Reve- 
rendo Martino, manifeſtum fecerim, eum Codi- 
cem, qui falſarii cujuſdam fraude pro antiquo 
B ven- 
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venditus eſt, & venditatur, manu recenti ex 
Editione Polyglotta Complutenſi fuiſſe deſcriptum. 
Id ſtatim vidi cum Anno MDCXVI. * Biblio- 
thecam Regizm peregrinorum more, non enim 
tunc me moras Berolini facturum putabam, per- 
luſtrarem, dixique palam Hendreichio mf paygetry ; 


idque, ex quo Bibliotheca mihi credita eſt, 


candide apud omnes profeſſus ſum ; neque id 
ignorat Cl. & Reverendus Martinus, cui idem 
meo nomine ſignificatum eſt. 

Hic ergo habes compendium Queſtiorum tua- 
rum: Qui cod icem editum Complutenſem vidit, is 
vidit & Manuſcriptum Codicem noſtrum, ne 
demptis quidem mendis typographorum, que 
ſcriba indoctus ita fideliter expreſſit, ut omnino 
conſtet hominem illiteratum ab erudito aliquo 
nebulone ei fraudi perficiendz fuiſſe præfectum. 
Et ſane pro antiquo liber ille venditus eſt, 
immani etiam pretio, etſi membrane recenti 
adhuc calx, ſive creta illa inhæreat, quæ pel- 
libus vitulinis parandis adhiberi ſolet: atra- 
mentum ubique albicans, demptis alits criteriis, 
fraudi agnoſcendæ ſufficeret. 


© Quicunque ergo ad hunc codicem provocat, is 
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omnino ſe nihil agere norit. Certe quod ad me at- 


tinet, pertenax ſum fidei Nicene, & Orthodoxæ; 
at illi tuendæ abſit ut fraudes unquam adhibeam. 


Cæterum verſus 7. eodem tenore in Codice illo 
legitur quo 6 & 8, nec quicquam margini 


adſcriptum eſt. Nullos alios novi teſtamenti 
Codices Græcos Manuſcriptos habemus; Latinos 
vero quam plurimos, ſed recentiores; inter 


quos quidam eſt bonæ notæ ex antiquiſſimo, 


ut mihi conſtat, deſcriptus, in quo verſus octa- 
vus ſextum ſtatim excipit, addito tamen ſep- 
timo in margine ab eadem manu. Hæc habui, 
gu reſeriberem ali vocatus, eodem tamen 
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Mr. Martin's Examination, G c. 11 


© momento, quo litteræ tuz ad me delatæ ſunt: 
* nec plura in præſenti addere licet, vifi quod 


6 me benevolentiz tuæ iterum, iterumque com- 


© mendo, 


Ampliſſimi nominis tui ſtudioſiſſimum, 


Berolini, pridie Cal. Januar. 


MDCC XX. quem annum | 
tibi fauſtum, 2 felicem M. V. La Croze, 
prccor, & voveo. 


It ſeems very ſtrange to me, that ever our 


Manuſcript, a Book of no Authority at all, ſhould be 


alledg d in confirmation of a dubious Reading, ſince I 
have already diſcovered it to very many learned Men, 
and even to the Reverend Mr. Martin himſelf, that 
this Manuſcript, tho much boaſted of, and ſold by a 
cunning Cheat for an antient Book, is but alate Tran- 
ſcript from the Polyglot of the Complutenſian Edi- 
tion ; this I preſently diſcerned, when as a Stranger 
only I viewed the King's Library, before I bad any 
thoughts of ſettling at Berlin, and I then declared 
the ſame openly to Hendreichius now deceaſed : and 
ever ſince this Library has been committed to my 
Care, I have freely owned it upon all Occaſions with- 
out reſerve; and the Reverend Mr. Martin knows it 
very well, who by my means has been informed of it. 
Take this therefore in ſhort for an Anſwer to all 


your Queſtions : He that has ſeen the Complutenſian 


printed Copy, has at the ſame time ſeen our Manu- 
ſcript, without excepting ſo much as the Errors of the 
Printer, which the unskilful Scribe has ſo exactly 
copy d, that it plainly appears ſome learned Knave 
had committed the Work to an illiterate Man. 

Toe Book indeed was ſold for very antient, and 
therefore at an huge Price; and yet the Parchment is 
ſo new, that the very Lime or Chalk made uſe of in 
the dreſſing Calve-skins, is yet upon it; and were 

2 there 


: . of —w _ p 
* 4 _ IN oof _ _ — = —— —— — 1 
. cr 


i ... . 
there no other Marks of Fraud, the Ink is enough to 
diſcover it, in that tis whitiſh in every Part. It is. 
therefore to no purpoſe to appeal to this Copy. For my 
part I firmly hold the Nicene and Orthodox Faith; 
but God forbid I ſhould ever go about to defend it by 
Fraud. However in this Manuſcript, the TthVerſe is 
in the Text, in the ſame manner as the 6th and 8th 
are, nor is there any thing written in the Margin. 

We bave no other Greek Manuſcripts of the New 
Teſtament ; many Latin ones we have, but them not 
old; among which there is one indeed of good eſteem, 
which appears to me to be tranſcribed from à very an- 
tient Copy; in this the &th Verſe immediately follows 
the 6th, and the ſeventh Verſe is added in the Mar- 
gin by the ſame hand. This is what I have to write 
in anſwer, &c. 


1 have no leave given me, nor am I reſtrained 
from making this Letter publick ; and hope it 


will give no offence to the worthy Author, . 
whoſe critical Genius, and honeſt Regard to 


Truth in a matter of Fact, will ſurely merit the 
Eſteem of the Learned and Impartial. I have 
therefore ſet down the entire Letter according to 
the Original, that none may ſuſpect me of with- 
holding any thing that might be againſt my Cauſe; 
and ſhall now make a few Remarks upon Mr, 
Martin's diſhonourable Conduct in this Matter of 


the Berlin Manuſcript, which he aſſerted, and 
pretended to prove, had the Reputation of being 


500 Years old. 


1. It appears plainly by the aboveſaid Letter, 


and by what he has ſaid in his Examination of my 
Anſwer, that Mr. Martin had good Evidence of 
the little or no Reputation of this Manuſcript 


for Antiquity; and that it was at leaſt reaſonably 


ſuſpected, it not rather fully proved, to be a late 
Trauſcript, ſince Printing has been in uſe. How 
RY exactly 


Mr. Martin's Examination, Cc. 13 

exactly do his Words, about the Ink and Parch- 

ment, &c, anſwer to the Account in Mr, La Croze's 

Letter, and confirm the Truth of his having been 
informed of the State of this Copy? And yet he 

vas not ſo ingenuous as to own any thing of it; 

only from a Scrap of a Letter he tells us, we car 

affirm nothing certain of its Antiquity : But I judge 

Mr. Martin could have told us a great deal that 

had been affirmed of its Novelty, and of its be- 

ing a Fraud. And ought not an impartial Lover 

of Truth to have diſcover'd this in a Critical Diſ- 

= /ertation, or elſe not aliedg'd this Manuſcript at 

| all in the Argument ? 

With what ingenuous Honeſty could he pro- 
ceed to ſay, Whether this Manuſcript be 500 Years 

old, more or leſs, is to be diſcuſſed, &c. As if, by 
the Infor mation ſent him, it was as likely to be 
of greater Antiquity, as of leſs than 500 Vears, 
for any thing that he had heard; or as if he had 
not known, that a Judgment had been made of 
its Novelty from the Ink and Parchment, and the 
likes. .-- 

* 2. Mr. Martin has not produced any one Au- 
3 thority or Teſtimony that juſtifies bis Afﬀirma- 
tion; viz. that this Manuſcript had the Repu- 
tation of being 500 Years old; on the contrary, 
tho he ſays, F. Long gives this Account on the 
4 Teſtimony of Tollizs and Saubertus, yet F. Long 
(in the Place refer'd to) ſays not a word of 500 
Tears old; much leſs does he ground it on the 
 & Teſtimony of Tollius, for he ſays not a Word of 
„ it neither: and I ſuppoſe the ſame of Saubertus, 

whom [I have not met with. 

Indeed Mr. Martin had father'd the whole Aſ- 
ſertion on Le Long, Viz. Tis ſaid to be in a Ma- 
nuſcript at Berlin reputed 500 Years old; this Ac- 

count F. Long gives, &c. but in his laſt Tract he 
tells us, he contented himſelf with giving the Antiqui- 
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ty of the Manuſcript on the Teſtimony of Saubertus 
and Tollius, as recited by F. Long: So that we 


muſt quit him of the firſt half; one would hope 
then that the other remaining half ſhould be 
well proved from FE. Long, viz. reputed 500 Tear, 


old; which is what Mr. Martin ſaid of its Anti- 
uity, and was to prove. But tho Mr. Martin 


fays, I will ſtand to what I quoted from F. Long, “ 
and my Quotation is faithful, yet Il think he had 
better confeſs his Unfaithfulneſs, than to deny it. 

All that F. Long ſays, is, That there is a Greek! 
Manuſcript of the New Teſtament very old, on 
Parchment, in great Letters and without Accents, 


which John Ravius bought for 200 Rix Dollars, and 


brought out of the Eaſt, and, as is reported, gave it 


to the King's Library at Berlin, in two Fol. and then 
only refers to the Places in Saubertus and Tollius. 


Where is the Account of 500 Years old in this!“ 
He calls it indeed a very antient Manuſcript, butf 


determines not the particular Age of it, whic 
Mr. Martin affirmed, and brought him for a Wit 
neſs of; and not very ingenuouſly intimates, that 
F. Long muſt bear all the blame if it be not ſo old 
But when himſelf only, and not F. Long ſaid it; 
how could he ſay, I make my ſelf no Party in thi 
Affair, I quoted it from F. Long? 

3. When he ſaw he could no longer juſtify hi 
Argument, how unfairly does he come off wit! 


2 
mm_—— 


* Fxaimnat. p. 102. - 

+ Novum Teſt. Gracum MS, pervetuſtum, membranaceu 
literis uncialibus, & abſque accentuum notis exaratum, quod dui 
centis Imperialibus emptum ex Oriente attulit, & uti fama fer 
Sereniſſ. Electoris Brandeburgici illuſtri Bibliothecæ conſecray 
Johannes Ravies Profeſſor Upſalienſis, 2 Vol. 

Jo. Saubertus in Proleg. ad yatias lectiones S. Matthei, p. 6! 
de hoc Codice loquitur Tollius in Epiſt. Itinerariis, Ep. 1! 
p. 45. Berolini Bibl. Brandeburg. 

F. Long, Biblioth. S. To. 1. C. 2. Sect. 4. 1 
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tus My. Martin's Examination, &c. 15 
this pitiful Concluſion? Whatever be determined 
b ¶ concerning the Antiquity of the Copy, the Paſſage of 
As. John is found in it, and in the Body of the Text; 
J that's enough. Is it ſo? But what is it enough for? 

Is it enough to prove the Copy to be old, and 
before the Art of Printing, if it be but a Tran- 
# ſcript from the Print? or does Mr. Martin think 
- 2  meanly of Mankind, that they will take the 
"7 Paſſage to have been St. John's originally, becauſe 
F ſomebody of late has written down the Words? 
He might even as well have ſaid, the Paſſage is 
now printed, and that's enough; no matter what 
Authority they had for it. But it muſt be enough, 

tho it be nothing to the purpoſe, becauſe Mr. 

Martin could prove no more from it. From the 
whole of this matter, I take leave to make a 
few Inferences. 

1. That Mr. Martin ſhould not think it ſtrange, 
nor take it ill, if ſome Suſpicion be entertained 
concerning others in what they have ſpoken iu 
general Terms, of the Manuſcripts made uſe of 
by them, in reviſing the New Teſtameat ; at leaſt 
ſo much as to put us upon examining into the 
Grounds they went upon; leſt perhaps, thro a 
hi cautious Fear of oppoling the ſtrong and general 

'S Prejudices of the Age, or from ſome other Bias, 
they alſo, like Mr. Martin, might conceal ſome 
things known to them, which they did not care 
to have known, 

2. That he ſhould not cenſure others too hardly 
and vehemently, if any have made ſome ſuch lip, 
much leſs if it were only a Miſtake thro Inadver- 
tency. He ſhould not call Robert Stephens a Cheat 
and Impoſtor, if he failed to put his Marks exactly 
in the right Place. I ſhould be very ſorry if any 
ſhould give Mr. Martin ſuch hard Words, whom 
I will by no means cenſure as an evil Man, tho J 
can't help thinking he has impoſed on the 
7X World, 
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World, and dealt unfairly in this matter, viz. in 
recommending the Antiquity of the Berlin Copy, 
while he concealed what he knew of its Novelty. | 
3. That it ſtill remains true what I had for- 
0 merly aſſerted, That the Paſſage of St. John is not 


S 


. 3 2 2 
— - I 
* 2 2 

2 


now found in any one antient Greek Manuſcript 
yet known to the learned World; this Berlin Ma- 
nuſcript being the only one Mr. Martin pretends 
to inſtance in, and the Copies of Stephens and 


| others no longer in being, as he ſays, or miſlaid ; © 
+ which are the frivolous Excuſes he makes. | 
A Of R. Stephens's Greek Manuſcripts. W 
2 ö , by 8 Ws. 5 
7 HO Mr. Martin can find no antient Greek 


- I Manuſcript in being which has the Text in 
diſpute, yet be thinks time was when there were 
ſuch Manuſcripts in great plenty; eſpecially in 
the Days of R. Stephens, to whoſe Manuſcriptshe 

appeals as an ixvincible Proof of the Genuine- 
"neſs of this Paſſage*, To make this appear, he 

4 undertakes, 1. To ſhew that Stephens had more 

ay than ſeven Copies of this Epiſtle of St. John, 

and that the Text under debate was in ſome 'of | 
them entire. And, 2. That the ſeven Copies, re- 

.fer'd to by Stephens's Marks in his Folio Edition, 

wanted only he Wor ds 27 m7) Searcy in Headen; 

and that there was no Miſtake in placing the 

Obelus, as has been long ſuſpected. Which to 

Points I ſhall conſider again; tho I think'what I 

have ſaid in my former Anſwer, is ſufficient to | 

confute what Mr. Martin bas ſaid in reply to it. 
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But I muſt firſt take ſome notice of what he 
ſays as to the Number of $S:ephers's Manuſcripts. 
Mr. A. thinks he has done a conſiderable thing 
in determining the Number of Kepbens's Mano 
ſcripts to be Seventeen; pretending to correct 
Dr. Mills Error, in that under the Number of 
Sixteen he comprehends the Complutenſian Edition. 
Now tho 1 judge it nothing to the parpoſe 'whe- 


ter there were ſixteen or ſeventeen Manuſcripts, 


ſo: long as there were but ſeven of Sr. John's 
Epiſtle, yet I am not convinced that this was any 
Error in Dr. Mill; becauſe Stephens himſelf in his 
Preface ſpeaks but of ſixteen, and expreſly ſays, 
the Complutenſian was one of them. He marks the 
Ma nuſcripts in his Margin, by the numeral Letters 
in Greek, one, two, three, and ſo on, ſays he, unto 


9 ſixteen; ad ſextum decimum uſque: And directs us 


by the firſt ro underſtand the Complutenſian &. 
What can be more plain? And therefore 
whatever Beza meant by ſpeaking of ſeventeen, 
and tho he may ſeem to be a better Judge in the 


Caſe than Dr. Mill, yet | think Srepbens himſelf 
a better Judge than either of them, who men- 
tions no more than ſixteen; and wihch is more ſtill, 
the Work it ſelf ſhews-it, ſince Mr. Martin pre- 
tends not to find any ſeventeenth Number once 
refer?d to throughout the whole; which is a 
Demonſtration that Srepbeys made uſe of bur 
ſixteen Manuſcripts. I thought in one Place Dr: 
Mill had allow'd ſixteen beſides the Complutenſian; 
but J perceive on a more ſtrict Review of his 
Words, that he did not. Let us now examine 
the two main Points about theſe Manuſcripts. 


-1. Whether more than en had St. John's | 


NGF ee r 
2. Whether Stephens Marks, as to them, were 


* 


right? e 
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1. Mr. — Fs not / 0A that. Heßlend in 
all his ſixteen Manuſcripts: had more than ſeven. 
Copies of St. Job's Epiſtle; or that. Dr. Mil and 
Dr. Roger gf Bourges, &c. were in a Miſtake, ini 
ſs judging; on the contrary; Mr. Martin's way! 
of Reaſoning about it is weak and-Tidicatousg 
theit's ſolid and juſt who argue againſt bim. To. 
ſhew, this we muſt take a Vie of both. 

Mr. Martin's pretended Proof of, more than; 
ſeven Manuſcripts, is grounded on his own. Obſer- 
vations, which he expreſſes. thus: The. ſeven. 
Canonical Epiſtles being ordinarily- joined in. 
© one Volume with the Epiſtles of St. Pa.; it. 
< follows. from thence. that R. Stephens had as? 
many: Copies of the ſeven Canonical Epiſtles as 
c of the other. Now I have found fourteen Ma- 
8 nuſcripts of St. Paul's Epiſtles marked in the; 
< Margins, whence, I concluded, there were fo. 

© many of the ſeven Epiſtles.” And he adds, We 
© havea Right to preſume nothing is: wanting, to: 
* a Volume, till it be made appear that fomo part. - 
of it. is lo.” ©; = 

But if. Mr. Martin had duly conſiderd the State 

of the Manuſcripts, of the New Teſtament; as they: 


are related in F. Long's ,Biblioth., Sacra, and Dr. 


Mills Proleg. he would have known that there is 
ſuch a great Variety and Diverſity i in the Volumes 
of Manuſcripts, that there is no rogm; for deter- 
mining what they ordinarily contain; or for con- 
cluding from one part of the New-Teſtament-.. 
being in a Manuſcript, how. many other Parts are 
connected with it. Sometimes in one Manuſcript 
all the four Goſpels, are; ſometimes but one, or 
two, or three of them; and ſometimes the Act, 
and of what Mr. Ae calls the ſecond Volume, 


ſometimes the Ad, may be with only the ſeven 


Catholick Epiſtles, and hot St. Paul's; ſometimes 
St. Faul sx. and none ot the ſeven, AIR 
OILEN 


M.. Martin'? Examination, &c. 19 
often a third Volume, nay ſometimes two or three 
ef St. Paul's alone, So that the Foundation of 
Mr. Martin's Argument is a weak and "childiſh 
Fancy; viz. That the Manuſcripts are ordinarily 
made up in compleat Volumes, like our printed 
Bobks, where the whole Impreſſion being uni- 
form, one may indeed preſume nothing is want- 
ing till it be made appear: but to talk ſo of Ma- 
nuſcripts which are ofc but ſmall ſcatter'd Parts, 
written at the Pleaſure and Choice of various and 


particular Perſons, is very abſurd, © 
om a LAN 22 a 2 oC of 
Mr. Arartin himſelf can diſcern this af another 


time: When Dr. Bentley's Manuſcripts were ob- 
jected to him, he ſays, ahd very properly, *We 
don't know how many Manuſcripts Dr. Bentley may 
have of St.John*s Epiſtle. He ſurw ifs what is 


A reaſonable, and I doubt not very true in Fact, 
that ſome of thoſe Manuſcripts are but of one 


part, and others of other parts: the like I ſay of 
Stephens's Manuſcripts, and therefore I eafi*t- but 
pity his Raſhneſs and Confidence in daring to ſay, 
+ If then there were eleven Mani ſcript Copies of St. 
Paul's fourteen Epiſtles, there were ſo many of the 
Canonical Epiſtles, for all the one and twenty were 
bound together. This is a very abſolute and pe- 
remptory Aſſertion of what Mr. Martin cannot 
prove to be true, and what the moſt capable 
Judges will think to be very falſe. He is angry 
with me for uſing often the Words perhaps, 
and poſſibly; and the like (which yet I ſhall not 
forbear in reaſoning about diſtant Facts or Words 
not fully known) but if he had uſed ſome ſuch 
foftning Word here and in many other Parts of 
his Writings, he need not have been aſhamed” of 
n for his Argument would very well 
ee e 
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* Examin. ch. iii. + Diſſertat, ch. ix. 
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Mr. Martin's other Obſervation from the Copy 
mark'd id, is ſufficiently refuted by what | ſhewed 
from Dr. Mills particular Account of that Copy 
ia my former Anſwer I, which] ſuppoſe is accepted. 
Theſe are the Obſervations by which, if we be- 
lieve bimſelf, be has undeniably proved that Ste- 
phen$S's Manuſcripes of St. John's Epiſtle were not 
reduced to the number of ſeven. But if this be his 
undeniable Proof, we need not be much moved 
with the higheſt Commeadations he oft gives of 
his own Argen. refer 86 

Jam next to repreſent the Method. which is 
uſed on the contrary fide, in order to ſnew that 
Stephens's Manuſcripts of St. John's Epiſtle were 
no more than ſeven; which Mr. Martin diſlikes. 
Since Stephens hath not given an Account how 
much each Manuſcript contained of the New 
Teſtament, (of which Dr. Mill complains) the 
Learned have thought this the only way of find- 
ing it out, vi. by obſerving how far he has made 
uſe of each Manuſcript in noting the various 

Readings ; for which he had ſo many occaſions, 
that tho they did not offer in every Chapter, or 
in ſuch a ſmall Epiſtle as the 2d or 3d Epiſtle of 
St. John, (which Mr. Martin remarks) yet in a 
much larger Compaſs, there could not. but - be 
ſome various Readings in them, to be taken no- 
tice of by one that carefully collated the Manu- 
ſcripts. If then Stephens, who had made frequent 
References to the other Manuſcripts in the other 
Parts of the New Teſtament, has never once 
referred to any but the ſeven, throughout the 
whole Epiſtles of St. John, nor throughout all the 
ſeven Catholic Epiſtles, (which indeed generally: 
weut together) is it not rationally concluded, he 
had nn other Manuſcripts of them but theſe ſeven 


— 


1 4 33: i 
before 


Mr. Martin's Examination, ear; 


Before him? How ſtrange were it to ſuppoſe 
here ſhould not be any fort of different Reading 
In all that Compaſs! 5 3 
e find one ſingle Chapter of St. Peter's 2d 
piſtle was (according to Dr. MilPs relationof * 
t) annexed to a Manuſcript of the Goſpels, 
nark'd 1, and this indeed is referr'd to by Ste- 
"Shes in that Chapter. Could there then be other 
Manuſcripts of all the ſeven Epiſtles, and yet 
hever be taken notice of? Mr. Martin has not 
bſerved to us any Mark of any other but the 
ven Manuſcripts, ſave that on 2 Per. 1. 4. which 
have been ſpeaking of. Let it be judged then if 
his be not the moſt equal and rational Proceſs : 
ho I do not ſay it was not poſſible in Stephens to 
"Save Manuſcripts, and not make aſe of them till 
ge came juſt to 1 John 5. 7. yet I think no Man 
ill ever preſume it, if Mr. Martin do not. | 
3% Nay, if I miſtake not, Mr. Martin himſelf has 
wued this way of Reaſoning to be juſt : for how. 
ver he llights it in others when againſt his Cauſe, 
pet himſelf has naturally gone into it before he 
as aware, in his Diſſertation T. For thus he 
proves ſome of Stephens s Manuſcripts to have been 
Pot compleat ones of the whole New Teſtament: 
e Reaſon, ſays he, why I ſay Stephens had ſome 
Copres thus imper fit, is, that I find in the Tome of 
e Goſpels, mention made of certain Manuſcripts 
vat no where occur inthe Epiſtles, as are tbe 3d, the 
Ich, and 8th; and ſo ] find ſome in the Epiſtles 
Hat are no where ſeen in the Goſpels. Aud again, 
fs for the 2d Volume, (i. e. the latter Part of the 
New Teſtament, or the Epiſtolary Code) I have 
ſerved eleven Manuſcript Copies, whereof nine had 
/o the firſt Volume, but the two others, viz. « aud 
„ muſt have belonged to a defeFive Book. Is not 


b = Proleg, N. 1174, 1175, 1176. + Chap. ix. 
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this 90 very i dethod which in bis Frame, 
be condemns? || | : 

If becauſe the Munuſeriprs mention'd in the 
Goſpels are not mention'd in the Epiſtles, we 
may, nay mu conclude, that thoſe Mana- 
ſetipts did not contain the Epiſtles; (tho ordica- 
rily they went together, for he fays, nine if them 
had both, ) thei ſurely, where the Manuſcripts 
mention'd in St. Paul's Epiſtles never occur in 
all the ſeven Gattiolick Epiſtles, we may conclude 

y belong'd to deſective Books, which had not 

thoſe ſeven Epiſtles in them: for it was common 
to have St. Paul's Epiſtles ſeparate from the o- 
thers. So that upon the whole, I think bi- 
therto we have much ſtronger Proof of Stephens 
having but ſeven. Manuſcripts of St: Johs's E- 
piſtles; than Mr. Martin's pretended undeniable 
Proofs of his having more. 

But he inſiſts on further proof from the Teſti- 


mony of Bea, who in his firſt Note on this 


Verfe ſays, Eraſmus read it in the Maniſcript of 
England: 1 he Complutenſian Editors read it Ls; 
and. we. read it in ſome Manuſaripts of our Friend 
R. Stephens; tho theſe do not agree in all the Words, 
&c. And afterwards, in anather Note upon the 
Words, 1d Heaven, be fays, Theſe Words' were 
wanting in ſeven Manuſcripts: Whence Mr. Martin 
infers, that Stephens had more: than ſeven Manu- 
ſcripts of this Epiſtle; ſever. wherein thoſe two 
Words were not, and Vows: otbers in whirh the Verſe 
was entire 4 inſerted in the Text; and that Beza 
makes a manifeſt Diſtinction between the Mani- 
ſcripts of the one and of the other, or between 
the ſome Manuſcripts and the ſeven. 


To this 1 anſwer, that the Words of Beta do 


not at all imply that the ſeven Manuſcripts in 


the ſecond Note, were not — the — x 
ry e 
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the ſome mention'diin the-firſt;i fon be does not 
ſays in ſeptem aliis Coclicibus, in ſeven otl er Mau- 
ſcriptsa and cis abſurd to imagine When he fays ia 
one Nete, this is Wanting, in tmo.; and ia the next 
Note, this is wanting in three: or in T Manu- 
ſcripts; that therefore all theſe are di ffrrent Ma- 
nuſcrjpts: How many hundred: Manuſ criipts muſt 
we. have at this: rate? No, the ſame I. Uanuſeripts 
are: again oft produced · under ſeveral. Ea S; and 
doubt not but it; was fo here, and that the ſe- 
vewwhich wanted:the Words, in Hear en, were of 
the ſome which he thought had the Verſe; be- 
cauſe / accerding to Stephens's Mar bs, ti 15y- would 
appear to have it all but: theſe: Words 

is evident that Bega could not ib his way 
of reckotiing,. butiaccount;theſe:;ſeven M. inuſcripts 
to be among thoſe that had the Verſe ia groß, 
tha theyo wanted thoſe Words, (unjeſs he knew 
alſo they. wanted more than the: Words, a 
Heaven, which Mr. Martin will not yield) becauſe 
he reckons the Complutxnſian and the Brits» Copies 
among them, which yet had not the entire Words 
as inſerled in Stephens's Text; and he owr \s that 
tbey diſagreed in ſeveral Particulars 3 and indeed 
in, one there is a Difference, judged to be of. more 
Impartance than the Omiſſion of the: Word: u 1 
Heaven, amounts co: ſo that here was no; m ore 
reaſon for - diſtinguiſhing the ſeven Manuſer ipts 
from thoſe which had the Verſe in groſs, than; for 
diſtinguiſhing.the others which had their diffe1 | ent 
Readings too, but yet are ſaid by him to have the 
Verſe. Pheſe then were intended in Bexa's : none 
nullis,. or ſome Manuſcripts, if he ſpake ration; ally 
and conſiſtently; but if he talked: confuſefly.. and 
obſcurely (which I mpſt; own 1 ſuſpect he d lid) 
then 'tis in vain to gueſs at his Meaning, or ta 
argue from it. 5 5 
85 Tl ut 
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how many of them; as in the next Note, and in 


tions wo, ſometimes three, and ſeven, &. Why 


this valuable Copy from H Stephens, u after the | 
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That Ben writes confuſedly and obſcurely, as 
a Man uncertain, and that had not fully inquired 
into the Manuſcripts, as ought to be done in ſo cri- 
tical and important a Caſe, (unleſs he had a mind 
to leave it in the dark) ſeems to me very plain; 
elſe why did he in ſo nice a Matter, and ſo much 
conteſted, only ſay in general, this Verſe, tho 
wanting in ſſuch and ſuch, &c. is yet in ſome of Ste- 
phens' A anuſcripts? Why did he not tell the 
World in which Manuſcripts it was, at leaſt in 


the forego ing Notes, he did? Sometimes he men- 


were we in this extraordinary Subject to be pur 
off with a looſe and careleſs indefinite ſome ? 1 
can't but ſuſpect, that having Stephens's Copy be-. 
fore him, where he had ſet down ſever in the 
Margin, Beza could eaſily ſay ſeven too in his 
Notes; but in this Place where there was no | 
ſuch Gude, he only ventures to ſay *tis in ſome, 
fince it was in the Text of Stephens. 1 
Tha't Beza took little care to make any ſearch | 
into tHe Manuſcripts himſelf, 1 had noted from 
Dr, MX till; fo that Mr Martin need not ask, Where 
did I find this ? And whereas I had ſaid Beza was 
furn. iſned with Henry Stephens's (Son of Robert) 
Col Jection of the various Readings of more Copies i 
Dr. Mill ſays ten) added to thoſe of his Father ; 
which means, I judge, he was eaſed of his 
ow11 laborious Search: Mr. Martin breaks out 
Iintc» theſe angry and cenſorious Words, Tie 
diſa greeable thing to have to do with Men who hazard 
ever thing, and fear not what they ſay. But where« 
in e en ſo regardleſs of Truth as this Cen- 
ſure repreſents me? Beza, ſays he, received not 
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n Chap. Xit at the End. 


Death 


Mr. Martin Examination, e. 25 
Death of Robert his Father, who liv'd three Years | 
after himſelf had printed the New Teſt ament and An- 
notations of Beza, publiſhed Anno 1556. | 
But as I never ſaid Beza received this Copy 
from H. Stephens, ſol doubt Mr. Martin has ſpo- 
ken at all hazaids, in ſaying poſitively that Beza 
never received this Copy of H. Stephens till after 
the Death of Robert his Father. I demand his 
Evidence for this: for Dr. Mill, who was a con- 
ſiderate and wary Man, tells us, that it was Rob. 
Stephens who gave Beza this Collection of his 
Sons (and I think I ſhall not hazard any thing 
= if I ſay, that he gave it in his Life-time.) And 
till Mr. Martin brings bis Vouchers for what he 
ſo earneſtly and poſitively aſſerts, I ſhall take leave 
to credit Dr. Mill rather than him; and the 
more, becauſe I think Beza himſelf ſays, that he 
had this Copy of various Readings (which I take 
to be the ſame) in R. Stephens's time, even before 
the Edition in 1556. In the Preface to which, 
ſpeaking of what helps he had in this Work, he 
ſays, Moreover Thad a Co y from my Friend Ste- 
phens's Library, which had been Carefully compared 
with about twenty five Manuſcripts; and almoſt all 
the printed Editions: which one thing has eaſed me of 
a great deal of trouble, ſince I could here ſometimes 
ſee the Conjeftures of Interpreters confirmed by ſome 
Manuſcripts *. So that inſtead of his ſaying, J 
fear d net, it may perbaps be thought, that Mr. 
Martin here car d not what he ſaie. 
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* Ad hæc omnta acceſſit Exemplar ex Stephani noſtri Biblio- 
theca, cum viginti quinque plus minus MSS. Codicibus, & om- 

us pene impreſſis, diligentiſſime collatum. Quæ res una, 
Præ ceteris, magnopere me ſublevavit, quum interdum viderem 
uz alioqui ſola Interpretum conjectura nitebantur alieujus Co- 
leis autoritate confirmatas | | | 
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26 ARE DLV to | 
In ſhort, if Beza's nonnullis, or ſome Manu- 
ſcripts, were only the ſame with his ſeven which 
wanted the Words, in Heaven, then he mentions 
no more than ſever; and ſo it proves not Mr, 
Martin's Point, viz. that Stephens had more than 
ſeven Manuſcripts of St. John's Epiſtles : but if 
he meant ſome others beſides, tho not excludin 
the ſeven, then he ſhould have ſaid, that the er. 
was in all Stephens's Manuſcripts, ſince it was both 
in the ſeven, (as is ſuppoſed by him) and in the 
others alſo; unleſs Mr. Marten will ſay, as he 
ſeems to do, that of thoſe others, ſome had, and 
ſome wanted the whole Yerſe. Of which I ſhall 
make ſome uſe hereafter, in relation to Stephens's 
Care and Accuracy in placing and correcting his 
Marks of Reference; upon which alone Mr. Mar- 
tin depends for making good his Authority for 
this Verſe, from thoſe ſeven Manuſcripts ; to the 
Conſideration of which I now paſs. And add, 
Secondly, That Mr. Martin has not clear'd Ste- 
phens from a Miſtake in his Marks, referring to 


the ſeven Copies, which alone he had, of St. John's 


Epiſtle. os 
Whatever becomes of the reſt of Srephens's 
Manuſcripts, yet, if thoſe ſeven, which are no- 
ted in his Margin, did want only the Words 
& Ts dard, in Heaven, it will follow, I grant, 


= < 


that all the reſt of the Verſe was in thoſe very 


Copies. But tho Stephens's Marks are placed ſo 


as to ſignify that only thoſe two Words are want- 
ing, yet it will not be granted that this is deciſive 
for the Authority of this Text, or for proving that 
it was in thoſe Manuſcripts, if there be good 
Reaſon to ſuſpeQ that one of Stephens Marks was 
placed wrong; and that inſtead of being ſet 
after the Words, in Heaven, it ſhould have been 
ſet after the Words, in Earth, in the next Verſe. 

| Many 


FIDE 
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Many learned Men, who could be glad to ſe- 
cure the Authority of this Text, have greatly 
doubted, that there is a Miſtake in Stephens in this 
matter. Near 150 Years paſt, the Divines of 
the Univerſity of Louvain made an exception 
upon this Article: Mr. Martin can't think but 
they had ſome weighty Reaſon for making this 
Scruple; probably it was becauſe they had never 
ſeen or heard of any ſuch Copy which wanted 
thoſe two Words, in Heaven, and no more; and 
then it would ſeem ſtrange that Stephens had ſo 
many of them as ſever - this ſtagger'd thoſe Di- 
vines almoſt at the beginning, and the ſtumbling 
Block remains unremov'd to this Day. For, 
That which ſtrengthens the Objection againſt 
Stephens's Mark, is, that upon inquiry in the 
French King's Library, where Stephens had ſome 
of his Manuſcripts, there is no fuch Manuſcript 
found there, nor elſewhere that I ever heard of, 
which wanted thoſe Words, and no more: and 
this is what I ask, to have one Manuſcript in 
proof of it; and it is not ridiculous, but reaſonable; 
for Mr. Martin grants the way to determine this 
Point of the Obelus, would be by the Manuſcripts 
themſelves : but he ſays, this is impracticable, be- 
cauſe, as he pretends, the Manuſcripts are no longer 
in being*, But I know not what Warrant he or 
any have for ſaying ſo, ſave that they can find none 
which anſwers to their Expectation in this Affair. 
Manuſcripts, I mean antient ones, have been of 
greater eſteem and value, and ſo more worthy of 
careful Preſervation, from Stephenss time than 
they were before; and as they are of no Value 
but to him that preſerves them, ſo it is not 
likely very many of them ſhould be deſtroy'd, 
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that had once been taken notice of, and highly 
prized : and *tis ftrange if not ſo much as one 
out of ſeven ſhould eſcape, to tell us there had 
been ſuch a Copy. 

What way then will Mr. Martin take to aſſure 
us that Stephens has been exact and juſt, and that 
thoſe ſtrong Suſpicions are all groundleſs ? Tru- 
ly only this, that Stephens has not corrected him- 
ſelf as he ought, and as he thinks he would, if he 
had ſet his Marks wrong: he tells us, as he was 
exact and judicious, he ought to have given an 
Advertiſement of ſo conſiderable a Fault as this, 
by way of Emendation, which he has not done; 
and that Beza's Annotations were printed by 
Stephens himſelf; that it was 4 nice and curious 
Matter, to ſee in what manner Beza had ſpoken 
of this Paſſage concerning the Trinity in the God- 
head, which had raiſed great Conteſts : That all 
this deſerved that he ſhould ſee what uſe Beza had 
made of his Manuſcripts, on a Text of this impor- 
tance: And then infers, Who can doubt after this, 
that if Beza had advanced a Falſhocd in aſſerting 
that he read the Verſe in Stephens's Manuſcripts, 
that learned Printer would not have diſcerned it, or 
that he would have printed it ? concluding, that if 
Stephens had not ſuch Manuſcripts in which the 
Text was found, he was an Impoſtor, an infamous 
Fellow, and deferv'd the utmoſt Contempt. | 

But what 1s there in all this more than the 
bare telling us what Stephens ought to have done? 
And ſo he onght in all the other Parts of his 


Work; bur yet he has not by his Care and Faith- 


fulneſs, either prevented or corrected all conſi- 
derable Faults : and therefore this alone is no 
Ju ficient Satisfaction that there is no Fault in 
the Matter before us, where we have ſuch grounds 


7 


To ſuſpect it. 
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J am far from detracting from the Praiſe and 
Eſteem of R. Stephens as a Critick, and a curious 
Printer; nor do Ithiuk him at ſo little a diſtance * 
from the Character of an infamous Fellom, wort hy 
of utmoſt Contempt, that nothing ſtands between 
him and it, but only the flender Suppoſition of 
his having ſet his Marks exaQly right here. 
"Tis Mr. Martin who uſes him thus cruelly, for- 
getting how eaſily Men run into little Arts of 
Diſguiſe and Concealment about Manuſcripts. 

But ſtil} I cannot rely on Stephens's Care and 
Faithfulneſs, with ſuch 2 Confidence as Mr. Mar- 
tin requires, nor yet clear him from all Faults, 
either in other Texts, or in this it ſelf. How 
Beza and he manag'd it, I know not, nor what 
their Intention was; but I ſee plainly they, with 
Mr. Martin, have left the Buſineſs in uncertainty 
and inconſiſtency, as I will ſhew anon. 

That Srephens made many Omiſſions, is ſo ap- 
parent, that Dr. Mill found above 700 of them 
in one Article, viz. in comparing the Complu- 
tenſian Edition, in which he found ſo many diffe- 
rent Readings not taken notice of by him Xx. And 
ſo far was he from unerring Exactneſs, that he 
ſometimes put into the Text what he had no 
ſufficient Authority for. I will give one Inſtance, 
which I obſerved without much ſearch, in Rev. 1. 
11. where the Words, Iam Alpha and Omega, the 
firſt and the laſt, are put into Srephens's Text, and 
his Margin notes 'em to be waiting only in 
two Manuſcripts @ and it; whereas Beza on the 
Place tells us, theſe Words are not in the Complu— 
tenſian Edition, nor in any other of Stephens's Ma- 
nuſcripts Þ, Here then let me ask Mr. Martin the 


ſame Queſtions which he asks in relation to the 
. | 


* Proleg, N®1472. + Neque extant in Complut. Edit, 
neque in alio quodam yetuſto Codice ex notiris. ; 
Text 
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20 | A RepLyY to | 
Text of St. John, Whence came it there? o. 
where did Stephens meet with it to give it that Place, 
F it was in none of his Manuſcripts *? And why 
did he mark only two Copies as wanting the 
Words? Why did he not ſay, & od, or in all, 
as Mr. Martin pretends he would, if he ſaw them 
not in any Manuſcripts? And why did he not give 
an Advertiſement of this Fault, &c ? | 

Will Mr. Martin ſay he was an infamous Fellow 
for inſerting theſe Words without AManuſcripts? 
hope he will not treat him in this cruel manner. 
Now apply but all this to his inſertion of the 
Paſſage of St. John, and his miſplacing the Marks, 
and all Mr. Martin's long Flouriſhes upon the 
Exactneſs and Faithfulneſs of that learned Prin- 
ter, will do him little ſervice. What tho he 
faid in his Preface, that he put nothing into the 
Text, nullam omnino literam, not a Letter, but upon 
the Authority of the moſt and beſt Manuſcripts ? 
We ſee *twas not fo in fact; and therefore *tis 

but empty Harangue to run out into an Encomium 
of Stephens's Care and Concern, and his Duty in 
the Caſe, when we are enquiring what he has, 
not what he ſhould have done. Mr. Martin ſays, 


He had not the Villany to forge a Text which had not 
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been in his own Manuſcripts; nor do I ſay any 


thing of his Villany: but he has put in ſome Text 


which Beza (Mr. Martin's own Evidence) ſays 


was not in his own Manuſcripts z and why ſhould Y 
he not be as likely to do it in St. John's Epiſtle, 7 


where he might be under more fear of offending |. 7 * 
others, and where he had the Complutenſian Edi- ; 


tion to countenance the Paſſage, as in St. John's 
Revelation, where he had not that Precedent? | 


it may perhaps be aid, that Beza however WW W 


has corrected this Fault of Stephens's 3 true, he 


* Diſſertat. ch. x, 


did 


My. Martin's Examination, &c. JL 
did ſay what is contrary to Srephens's Account, 
but does not take notice of Sepbens's fault in the 
Matter. And I conceive alſo that I ſee the like 
in Beza's Notes on the Paſſage in St. John's E- 
iſtle, how that tho he finds not fault with his 
Friend Stephens's Marks, yet he has ſaid ſomerhin 
which is inconfiſtent with him, and that ſnews 
there was ſomething wrong in his Marks ; for he 
only ſays this Verſe was read in nonnullis, in ſome 
of Stephens's Manuſcripts, as well as in the Com- 
plutenſian by which it appears, that it was not in 
all of them (for he . would not have concealed 
that) and ſo Mr. Martin, 1 think, takes it; for 
he ſays, We cannot determine in how many of them 
the Verſe was, only tas in ſome of them. And 
in his Examination, &c. he ſays, That at leaſt there 


were two wherein it was perfect, for the Expreſſion in 
> ſome, which Be za uſes, muſt be underſtood of two 
= at leaſt ; ſo that there were at leaſt nine in which the 
Verſe was found, beſides the Complutenſian Copy.* 


Now, if Beza ſpake exactly upon his own 
accurate Search, as Mr. Martin thinks, and not 
at adventures, this plainly contradicts Stephens, 
who repreſents the Verſe to be in all his Manu- 
ſcripts, but without the Words, in Heaven, in 


© ſeven of them; for he does not mark one in 


3 wr 5, 
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"EY; the Margin as wanting the whole. And ſo the 
XZ Louvain Divines underſtood it, that all Stephens's 


Copies had the Verſe. And if Mr. Martin will 


have it, that he had fourteen Manuſcripts, 
and we ſhould ſuppoſe, by his Reaſoning from 
Bea, that nine had the Verſe, then I ask, What 


had Stephens done with the reſt ? Where is there 


F any Mark or Note ſhewing us thoſe other ſome, 
which wanted the whole Verſe ? Ought not that 
to have been marked, if he dealt fo carefully and 


; * Ch, xii, + Inter omnes Stephani ne unus eſt qui diſſideat. 


1 honeſt- 
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honeſtly. in a Matter ſo curious and important, and 
t hat had raiſed great Conteſts ? But where is this 
advertiſed, or corrected by him? And yet Beza 
tacitly, perhaps unawares, diſcovers it; and in 
his Notes on the 8th Verſe, ſeems not to judge 
the Authority certain and undeniable for our 7th 
Verſe, by obſerving that the Words, on Earth, 
tho not in all Copies, ſhould yet be kept, ziſi, ſays 
he, expungatur proxime antecedens verſus. But I 
think if all the Manuſcripts confirmed fo ſtrong- 
ly that Verſe, he need not have made ſuch an 
exception, VIZ. unleſs the preceding Verſe be put 
out. | 155 
It ſeems plain then that Stephens has not done 
right to the Manuſcripts, in not marking what 
wanted the Verſe; and Beza, if be ſaw it, and 
had a mind to be open in ſuch an important Point, 
could have ſet the Matter in a clear light by 
mentioning what, or how many Manuſcripts had 
it, and not have left us in the dark ſtill, by an 
uncertain zonnullis, or ſome of them. | 
If Mr. Martin to avoid the Argument ſhall re- 
treat, and ſay, that all Srephers's Manuſcripts had 
the Verſe in groſs, he mult remember, that 'tis 
what Beza would not pretend to ſay; and what 
alſo carries in it very abſurd Suppoſitions, viz. 
1. That he ſhould have thirteen or fourteen Manu. 
ſcripts all agreeing in having the Verſe. Cajerar 
ſpeaks of but ſome Eraſmus could find none 
Car yophilus none, and F. Simon none: But Stephens 
could find none otber, it ſeems! What not one 
that wanted it? What ſtrange Luck bad he? How 
different from all other Enquirers after the antient 
Manuſcripts? 2. And what is further ſtrange, is, 
that all theſe are loſt: What, fourteen, or ele- 
ven, or nine Manuſcripts, be which it will, all 
in a Cluſter, and not one to be found ſince ! Did 
62 5 1 
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Stephens, think we, burn them when he had done? 
or had no body any value for ſach a Manu- 
ſcript to ſpare and to preſerve it, as they did 
ſo many others? How much more eaſy is it to 
thiak Stephens might make a ſilent ſlip, and drop 
his ſemicircle too ſhort, than to admit ſo many 
Abſurdities all at once? 

And as for his Edition with Beza's Annota- 
tions, it was done haſtily : the Author was weary, 
and the Printer in haſte; and ſince, in his Adv-re 
tiſement at the end, he beſpeaks Favour and 
Pardon.of his Omiſſions or Neglects upon that 
Account, I think we ought to accept his Excuſe, 
Hac tante feſtinationi condona. 

Nor is it unworthy of our Conſideration; 
that Beza's Annotations were printed by Stephens 
at Geneva, at a Time and Place flaming with 
bitter Zeal and Prejudice againft all Antitrinita- 
rians. but three Years before Serverus had been 
cruelly burnt there at the Stake, partly at the 
inſtizatioa of Calvin; and Beza was fo full of it, 
that in theſe very Annotations, he could not 
forbear juſtifying the fact; having mentioned 
Servetus's ſtanding in his Opinions even to Death, 
on 2 Pet. 1. 4, he adds an ironical Scoff not much 
leſs cruel than his Death it ſelf *, yer good Man, 
ſome think he had great wrong done him. Is it any 
great Wonder then if they durſt not, or would 
not caſt out ſuch a Text, that was thought a 
principal Support of the Orthodox Faith, and 
had been in their Latin Bibles, and in ſome Im- 
preſſions of the Greek ? No doubt it was more 
ſafe to ſay little, and to let it paſs with a ſilent 
Omiſſion; and perhaps we may ſay (as Mr. Mar- 
tin ſays of him, in relation to his inſerting the 
Words z, i barg, in Heaven, tho againſt the 
Authority of all, at leaſt of moſt of his Manu- 


„* Sunt tamen qui magnam bono viro injuriam Putant 
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fact am. | 3 
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ſcripts) diſcerning this could be no other than an {© 
Omiſſion, he gave them a place in his Text. no 

Upon the whole of this Subject of the Manu- W. 
ſcripts, I cannot but make this Reflection; What fo 
a ſtrange ſlippery Text do ſome make this to N 
be 2 who ſuppoſe that at firſt it was left out ge- Bt 
nerally in the moſt early Tranſcripts of St. John's w. 
Epiſtle, (which they can't well deny from its R 
being wanting in the antient Verſions, and from . 7* 


the Silence of the primitive Writers;) that after- ¶ w 


wards it was found in Africa, or ſomewhere elſe, . 
and was brought back again into the Copies as a WF ** 
choice Treaſure; but now when we come to Ke 
look for it, it is gone again, and none knows Ke 
how long: So that at firj# and laſt *tis wanting, | © 
as if no Care nor Caution were ſufficient to hold 1 
it faſt in the Bible. | Z ba 

When Mr. Martin can give us the like Inſtance "| 
of any other Verſe in the New Teſtament thus 
— we ſhall be leſs aſhamed to give Credit | 
to this. 


As for the reſt of the Greek Manuſcripts which 
others, beſides Stephens, are preſumed to have 
ſeen, I ſee nothing more that need be ſaid of 
them, but refer my Reader to what I have offered 
in my former Anſwer. | T 

Amelot's Evidence, that he found it in the moſt i 
antient Manuſcripts in the Vatican Library, has 
been fully overthrown in my Anſwer, p. 28. 
The Complutenſian Editors had no Manuſcript for 
the Text where it was preſumed : Eraſmus put it 
into his 3d Edition againſt his Judgment, for fear 
of reproach : Cajetan ſays only, tis found but in 
ſome ; (juſt ſo F. Simon once ſaid, when he knew il 
none :) And who at that time could have pre- 
ſum'd leſs ? Laur. Valla is ſilent, and ſays nothing; 
which Silence Mr. Martin takes for good Authori- 
ty, that it was in all his ſeven Manuſcripts ; and 
yet he has not proved he had ſo mapy as _ 
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of St. John's Epiſtle; for he only ſhews he had 
ſeven of the Goſpels; which might be, and yet 
not one of them of char Epiſtle. Nor is it any 
wonder that Valla ſhould hold bis peace, if he 
found this Verſe wanting in the Greek; when 
Mr. Martin tells us, that he durſt not give his 
Book the true Title of the Latin FVerſion compared 
with the Greek, ſince it world have ſtartled his 
Readers, and might have brought him into trouble, by 
reaſon of the extreme Affection which was ſhewn to- 
wards the Latin Verſion ;, and that ſome made him 
guilty of a kind of Sacrilege, for having attempted 
to alter the Latin Verſion K. What then had be- 


come of Valla, if he had thrown out this Text? 


And yet his Silence muſt be a convincing Proof 
that he found it! Truly Mr. Martin has quite 
ſpoiled his Evidence by talking too much abouthim. 
So that I think I might juſtly ſay, there is no 
Evidence of one antient Greek Manuſcript yet 
known to the World, which warrants this Text; 
which yet is very different from ſaying abſolutely, 
that there is not ſo much as one which has it, which 
Mr. Martin unjuſtly affirms of me, and adds, that 
J repeat it an hundred times}, I may urge him in- 
deed with the Omiſſion of it zz al, as what I think 
probable, bur I did not aſſert that *tis not in any 
Manuſcript in the World. | 


OY 


P. III. 
Of St. Jerom's Preface and Bible. 


Oraſmuch as St. Ferom reformed the Latin 
Verſion by the beſt Greek Manuſcripts in his 
time, *tis reaſonable to conclude that his New 
Teſtament ſhould be very agreeable to the origi- 
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Exam. ch. x. + Exam. ch. x, at the beginning. 
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nal Greek. His Teſtimony therefore who ſearch'd 
into the primitive Manuicripts, muſt needs be of 
greateſt Weight to determiue the Gennineneſs of 
this Paſlage of St. John: But how ſhail we know 
what St. Jerom thought of this Matter? It muſt 
be either from his Writings, by ſhewing that he 
quoted this Text; or from the moſt autient Co- 
Pies of his Bible it ſelf : but neither of theſe give 


any Countenance to the Text. 


There is no Pretence for it from any of Ferom's 


undoubted Writings, where he had very great Oc- 


caſion for ſuch a Text: All that is pretended is 
from an uncertain Preface to the ſeven Epiſtles, 
which has been in ſome Latin Bibles and not in 
others; and in the former, ſometimes it was at- 
tributed to Ferom, and ſometimes. without any 
Author named. The Learned in our Age, are 
pretty generally agreed that this was not Jerom's, 
(evenas many other Prefaces have been attribu- 
ted to him in the Manuſcripts which apparently 
belong not to him, as F. Simon has obſerved &.) 
Du Pin, Martianus, Dr. Mill, &c. have given it 
up. But Mr. Martin, who being ſecure in nothing, 
lays hold of every thing, maintains it to be 
genuine; and has the Vanity to ſay, he has proved 
the Fit, and maintained it againſt the ſtrongeſt 
Objettions that were ever made to it f. Aud yet J 
think be has not ſaid one Word in Proof of it, 
but that it has bore St. Jerom's Name, and palled 
under that Title a long time; when yet himſe'f 
can tell us, when 'tis in favour of his own Cauſe |], 
that 2 thouſand Examples may be given of Titles pre- 
fix'd to the Works of the Antients afterwards by o- 
thers, w/o. finding a Treatiſe without a Title, judg d 
it convenient to make one; 10 it might be here. 
Nor has Mr. Martin maintained it againſt all 
Objections; he has ſaid ſomething indeed to ſhew 


* Crit. Hiſt, of Verſe ch. x. Þ+ Exemin, ch. i || Difſertat, 


that 


ch. xiia 


Mr. Martin's Examination, G. 37 


that poſſibly it might be St. Jerom's not withſtand- 
ing bite of the Objections; viz. notwithſtand- 
ing it be not in his own Catalogue of Pref1ccs ;, not- 
withſtanding it be often without bis Name; 
notwithſtanding the Uſe of the Word Canonical 
Epiſtles, inſtead of Catholick; and notwithitand- 
ing Bede took no notice of this Preface, nor yet 
of the Text which it ſpeaks of, tho he commeuted 
on St. Fohn's Epiſtles. Bot what does all this a- 
mount to? It does not ſhew it to be ſo much as 
probable and likely; only that ' tis poſſible, while 
"tis on many Accounts very improbable, and 
more than poſſible to be falſe, 

But he has not aniwered the Argumeats I in- 
ſiſted on, which only are what I aced defend; 
and yet he is ſo trifling and vain as to ny, that if 
defend not the Arguments on my ſide of the Queſtion, 
IJ fairly own my ſelf defeated. Mr, Martin may be 
one of thoſe Writers, it he will, ho are ſure 
to defend every thing laid by any one on nis fide 
of the Queſtion; but I beg leave to defend what 
I my ſelf judge to be valid and convincing, Ii had 
ſaid, that St. Ferom, in this Preface, appears to 
inſinuate that all the Greek Copies had this Text, 
which, from the total Silence of the Greek Fa- 
thers as to this Text, muſt be falſe: Mr. Afartin 
denies any ſuch Inſinuation to be in the Complaint 
of unfaithful Tranſlators who hid di parted from the 
Truth. Byt why then ſhould he complain only of 
the Tranſlators, as the Cauſe of all this Miſchief ? 
If there were the ſame Corruption in the Greek 
Copies, then the Tranllators might have heen very 
faithful ſtill, and not the Authors of this Qor- 
ruption, as he makes them to be; and thereby 
he clearly infinvates, that he knew not of any 
Greck Copics, but what had thoſe Words omitted 
by the Tranſlators. 

1 had alfo argaed, that if St, Jerom had, not 


only look'd on this Text as a principal Support of 


the 


| 
| 
| 
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the Chriſtian Faith, by which the one Subſtance of 
Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, is confirmed, but alſo 
on himſelf as the Reſtorer and Preſerver of it, when 
it-had beenloſt among the Latin Verſions it were 
a moſt ſtrange thing that he ſhould never mention 
this Text in all his genuine Writings, which he 
had ſo many Occaſions for, and which wanted to 
be inculcated and revived, becauſe left out in the 
Latin Tranſlations. Surely he would ſoon have 
loudly alarm'd the World with this Danger, 
or this Treachery, which he had eſpied. But 
not one Word is there of ſuch a Text in all his 
voluminous Works, | 
In anſwer to this Mr. Martin ſays, It does not 
follow that, becauſe an antient Writer bas not quoted 
this Text in a Diſcourſe wherein it was natural to 
quote it, and which ſince has been quoted by others, 
the mriter did not look upon it as really St. John's: 
and gives an Inſtance in Vigilius to this pur- 
poſe, who among his many proper Occaſions for 
thu Text, does but ſometimes mention it. But 
he ſhould have read with more Attention, and 
then he had found that I argued not barely from 
St, Jerom's Silence, tho that were a ſtrong Pre- 
ſumption, but from his Senſe of the Importance 
of this Text, and his being the Keſtorer of it, 
when it was in danger of being loſt, and had been 
left out of the Latin Verſions by unfaithful Tranſ- 
lators, as the Preface pretends: Would ſuch a 
Man as St. Ferom have always forgotten to pro- 
duce and to revive this Text ? This was a pe- 
culiar Caſe, to which no other Inſtance comes up. 
And tho Ferom have no particular Treatiſe 
againſt the Arians, yet frequently he falls upon 
them in his Epiſtles and Commentaries ; Methinks 
1 he that ſo oft produces the Words, I and the Fa- 
2 ther are one; and, Baptixe all Nations in the Name 
| of the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, to prove the 
Trinity; and who could find that Myles ſo 
Orten 
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often in EzekiePs Prophecy, would as well have 
produced this Text for it, if he had as much 
known of it as of the others; ſince it muſt needs 
have been more upon his Thoughts than others, 
if he had accounted it the chief Support of that 
Doctrine, and had been ſo offended with others for 
omitting it. | think this is very fair Reaſoning, 
and ſhews that the Preface is no ways agreeable to 
St. Ferom, eſpecially when there is no Proof 
offer'd that it was his, but only that it has been 
thought ſo; and l am willing others ſhould judge 
which of theſe is the ſtrongeſt and moſt rational 
Preſumption. 

have yet more to add to confirm the Argu- 
ment from St. Ferom's Silence; and that is, that 
St. Auſtin had not this Text; which will go far to 
prove that it was not in St. Jerom's Bible, or 
Verſion of the New Teſtament; and then tis cer- 
tain the Preface could not be St. Ferom's. _ 

St. Auguſtin has given us a great part of the 
Scripture in his numerous Writings; he has writ- 
ten a great deal expreſly of the Trinity, and a- 
gainſt the Arians, and had the greateſt Occaſion 
of any Man for this Text, in order to prove the 
Unity of the three Perſons (as I have ſhewn in 
my Anſwer to Mr. Martin.) He ſays his Adver- 
ſary could not find an Inſtance 1n the Scriptures, 
where it was ever ſaid of different Subſtances, 
They are one. Himſelf ſhews 'tis ſaid ſo of ſuch 
as were of one Subſtance, as John 10. 30. and of 
Paul and Apollos, 1 Cor. 3. 8. Now how appoſite 
had our Text been for this Illuſtration, had he 
known of it ? Nay more, ſuppoling it might be 
alledged from the next Verſe, that the Water, 
Blood, and Spirit, are ſaid to be one, which are 
different Subſtances, he flees to the common 
myſtical Senſe of theſe Words, as ſignifying Fa- 
ther, Son, and Spirit, which he thought made 
for him, as being of one Subſtance ; of whom, 


ſays 
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ſays he, it might moſt truly be ſaid, There are three 
that bear witneſs, and theſe three are one; by the 
Spirit meaning the Father; by the Blood, the Son; 
by the Water, the Holy * Spirit. To what pur- 
poſe ſhould he wake uſe of this forced uncer- 
tain Interpretation of the Words, (which he a 
little after allows to be expounded by others, if 
they think fit, after another manner,) if he had the 
expreſs Words of our Text before him? Why 
does he ſay, potuit dici, it might be ſaid of the Fa- 
ther, Son, and Spirit, theſe three are one, if actually 
it had been ſaid fo directly in this very Place? 
Would any Man in his Senſes argue thus? *Tis 
clear as the Day, he knew not this Texe which 
does ſay it, when he only brings the next Verſe 
which might ſay it. 
Indeed this is ſo very clear, that Mr. Du Pin . 
ſays peremptorily St. Auguſtin knew nothing of this 
Paſſage, elſe he had not failed to quote it. Beza 
himſelf grants, in his Notes on the Verſe, that 


Auſtin did not read it in the Text. None, I be- 


lieve, but Mr. Martin will pretend the contrary; 
and he himſelf faints under the Difficulty of it, 
by ſaying, | For my part I maintain this Paſſage 
either was in St. Auguſtin's Bible, or in caſe it was 
wanting, his Bible was defective. Tis very true! 
His Bible then had this Defect; which is what at 
preſent I aim at. | ; 
From hence | infer, that St. Jerom's Bible had 
the ſame Defect alſo as to this Verſe; becauſe they 
two had ſuch free Intercourſe by Letters in rela- 
tion to the Bible, and St. Auguſtin knew ſo well 
what was in St. Jerom's Verſion, that ?tis juſt to 


ſuppoſe, if there bad been a Difference in ſo im- 


portant an Article, as this Text being in one Bible 
and wanting in the other, we ſhonld have heard 


— — — 


* L. 3. Cont. Al axim. de quibus veriſſime dici potuit, tres 
ſunt teſtes, & tres unum ſunt. Si quo alio modo, &c. 
+ Canon of N. T. p. 78. || Diſſertat, ch. vi. 
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of it from them, among many other Matters of 
that kind, of ſmaller moment. Jerom had many 
Oppoſers who cenſured his Performance, and ac- 
cuſed him of altering the Scriptures againſt the 
Authority of the Antients; and St. Auſtin him- 
ſelf for ſome time found fault with his O/d Teſta- 
ment; but yet in his Epiſtle to him, he highly com- 
mended his Verſion of the New Teſtameat in theſe 
Words, We heartily thank God for your Tranſlation of 
the Goſpel, becauſe there is nothing in it which offends 
us when we compare it with the Greek. It ſeems 
then that St, Auguſtin compared it with the 
Greek, and found it to agree : but neither from 
the Greek Manuſcripts, nor from St. Ferom's E- 
mendation of the New Teſtament, (as St. Ferom in 
the next Epiſtle, in anſwer to him, calls that 
which Auguſtin named the Tranſlation of the Goſpel) 
did he learn this Text in St. John; nor does he 
object any thing from the _7ralick Verſion about it; 
tho, I ſuppoſe, he had as good a Right. to have 
the common Bible, which Mr. Martin talks of, as 
others after him. | Sine 


. ts. a 

I may carry this Matter yet further. It appears 
that St. Auguſtin was well acquainted with Cypri- 
an's Works, who had been eminent in a. neigh- 
| bouring See, and whoſe Writings he oft refers to; 
and tho he had very probably read, at leaſt heard 
of his Teſtimony from St. John concerning the 
Trinity, yet had he not gathered from thence, 
that there were any ſuch Words in St. John as 
theſe, there are three that bear witneſs, the Father, 
Son, and Hol) Spirit, any otherwiſe than as it 
might be ſaid ſo, by a myſtical Interpretation. of 
the other three Witneſſes in the Sth ver. which, 
Facundus expreſly tells us, was alſo St. Cyprian's 
Meaning io that famous Teſtimony. 

Which, by the way, may ſatisfy us, that if the 
Aug. Hieronymo Epiſt. x. Ed. Baſil, MDLVI. Quia pene 
in omnibus nulla offenſio eſt,cumScripturamGr&cam contulerimus, 


Afri- 
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African Biſhops had this Text in their Bibles after 
St. Auguſtin's time, yet it was not in the Falic 
Verſion uſed by him, who was more Eminent an 
Inquiſitive than any of them; which may check 
Mr. Martin's confident Concluſion with regard to 
the Italick Verſion, That all the Monuments of this 
antient Tranſlation we have extant in the Writings of 
the Fathers, agree in giving us this Paſſage. For 
we ſee St. Auſtin did not agree in it; nor conſe- 
quently did St. Ferom's Bible, if that and St. 
Auſtin's were ſo much alike. And then I hope the 
Preface pretended for ſuch could nor be St. Jerom's; 
nor any Proof that this Verſe was in his Bible. 
There is but one thing more I need ſay upon this 
Head, and that is concerning the moſt learned 
Dr. Bentley's Latin Manuſcripts, of a thouſand 


a +3 og 


this latter, with Mr. Martin, and underſtand it 
ſo, that ſome have one part, and ſome another, 
one can't expect it otherwiſe: but if all that contain 
St. John's Epiſtle, want this Verſe, ?tis all we need. 
But when he concludes ſo daringly againſt me, 
J am well aſſured the Doctor and the Manuſcripts 
will give him up to his bad Cauſe; and that mine,which 
is the Cauſe of Truth, has nothing to fear from that 
+ Quarter: I know not what to ſay, but that Mr. 
Martin is a Man of great Aſſurance ; for whatever 
 * Examinat, ch. vii. + Examinare ck. ii. at the end. , 
the 
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the Dr. may do, Iam not afraid of the Manuſcripts, 
and I wonder how Mr. Martin pretends to come 
at this Aſſurance, when any other Man will ſee 
no Encouragement to it from the Letter I men- 
tion'd; and I have reaſon to think Mr. Martin, if 
the Dr. publiſh them in his time, may fall from the 
Height of his vain Aſſurance into a ſhameful Diſ- 
appointment, and yet the Cauſe of Truth receive 
no hurt. Nor ſhall | be aſhamed to ſhelter my ſelf, 
which Mr. Martin upbraids me with, wnder theſe 
Manuſcripts, Pm ſure not ſo much, as if I had 
ſhelter'd my ſelf under the Berlin Manuſcript. But 
can forgive his Contempt of Manuſcripts, when 


I conſider that he has none to take ſhelter under; 


and, as confident as he is, ſhall only tell him, that 
this great Critick who has theſe Manuſcripts, in a 
late publick Lecture at the Univerſity of Cambridge 
upon this Text, has been very far from defending it. 

And the learned Dr. Waterland, Maſter of Mag- 
dalen College in that Univerſity, has not thought 
this Text once worthy to be mention'd by him, in 
his late very large indication of Chriſt's Divinity : 
which none will think to be from Forgetfulneſs; 


tho Mr. Martin, with as little reaſon, ſuppoſes it 
of the primitive Writers. 


CHAP, IV. 
Of the two antient Greek Writers that ar: pretended 
to quote This Text, and of the Latin Writers. 


Have urged againſt this Text, that not one genu- 
ine Greek Writer is found to have cited it on 
auy occaſion, for many hundred, I believe not 
for a thouſand Years; and yet who ſo likely to 
know the Greek Copies, as the Greeks themſelves ? 
Mr. Martin ſays, that if it be ſo, the Text will 
loſe but one Proof, which may be diſpenſed * with 


* Examinat. ch. XV. 
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tween Athanaſius and Arius; none knows who 
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But yet he will not let it go without a ſtruggle for 
it: And therefore produces the two Paſſages from 
uncertain Authors among Athanaſius's Works; 
the firſt from the Synopſis Scripture, which, he ſays, 
F. Mont faucon allows at leaſt to be 800 Years old. 
Mr. Martin thinks it to be Athanaſius s own. How- 
ever *tis no matter which, becauſe ' tis little to the 
purpoſe what he has ſaid, wiz, That St. John, 
in his firſt Epiſtle, ſhews the Unity of the Son with the 
Father; which I have ſaid might well be a Reference 
to Ch. 2. v. 23. Mr. Martin ſays, this Verſe does 
not ſhew that Unity; and alſo that this Writer had 
done with the 2d, 3d, and 4th Chapter, and that 
theſe Words were ſpoken upon the 5th. and on this 
cries out, There's no going back, | 
As to my ſelf, I am not about going back, 
but can prove my Point; but if he means 
that the Author muſt not go back from the 
th Chap. to the 2d. he has ſpoken too late 
or he has done it long age. For, as he did not 


keep any ſtrict Order, but wrote as things occur'd 


to his Memory, after ſomething ſaid on the 3d 
Ch, v. 8. going back to the 2d. and after mention- 
ing the Sin unto Death, and not to Death, in the 5th, 
returning to the 4th, about trying the Spirits, whe- 
ther they be from God; ſo having mention'd theſe 
Words, of the Unity of the Son and Father, he im- 
mediately connects with them the expreſs Words 
of Ch. 2. 23. And that he who denies the Son hath 
not the Father; by which we may ſee what his Eye 
was upon : And indeed was it Athanaſius, and 
had he referred to our Text; who can doubt but 
he would have ſaid, St. John ſhews the Trinity, 
or the Unity of the Father, Son, and Spirit ; 
and that he would have mention'd this Text 
twenty times over in his other Writings ? So that 
this is but a very poor Evidence. 

His other Author is that of a Dialogue be- 


he 


Mr. Martin's Examination, &c. 45 
he was, and 'tis diſputed whether a Greek or a 
Latin. Dr. Cave ſays, it was ſome raving Monk : 
Mr. Martin aſſerts at all adventures, that he was 
an honeſt Orthodox Chriſtian. Near the end of his 
Work he drops a ſhort Sentence, Add to this, St. 
John ſays, the Three are One; which looks like a 
{mall Poſtſcript added. The Words 5, Tptis 78 L ei ot, 
have one little Particle, one Syllable, roo much for 
the th Verſe of St. John; aud one too little for 
the 8th: ſo that it determines nothing. Mr. 
Martin takes no notice of this, and is not juſt in 
ſay ing, that without the Word eis, the 7th Verſe, 
(any more than the 8th) is hinted at. So that we 
havernot one ſingle Teſtimony to depend on from 
any or all the Greek Writers, who yet were 
poſſeſſed of the Greek Teſtaments. | 

| ſhall not therefore be very anxious about the 
Latin African Writers in the fifth Century or after- 
wards; tho this indeed is Mr. Martin's only plau- 
ſible Plea for the Authority of the Text. As to 
St. Cyprian, nothing is ſaid to invalidate the Ac- 
count of Fucundus, which is confirmed alfo by 
Fulgentius, (as I conceive from the Word Cam 
tetur) and which clears that matter. But as for 
all the others after him, in the fifth Age, above 
a hundred Years after Arius and At hanaſiuss time; 
and to whoſe Allegations we have no Anſwers of 
the Arians handed down to us, all being ſappreſs'd 
or loſt; for there is no doubt but they had 
ſomething to ſay, or they yielded the Victory to 
their Adverſaries, who would not have been 
wholly filent of ſuch a Triumpb, obtained by 
means of a Text which their Forefathers, in the 
Heat of that long Controverſy, had never once 
thought of: I ſay, as for theſe, ſuppoſing their 
Teſtimonies to be taken from the 7th Verſe, and 
that they had the 8th beſides, which does not ap- 
pear ; and ſuppoſing their Writings have nat been 
alter'd by the Reviſers or Publiſhers that caus'd 
| | | them 
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them to be printed; who ſo often have adapted 
their Scripture Citations to the Yulgar Verſion, 
(which F. Simon ſays we muſt keep in mind, in 
reading the Latin Fathers who liv'd before St. 
Ferom's Verſion was receiv'd z) of which 1 took 
notice formerly in ſpeaking of Eucherim's Teſti. 
mony; yet there is one thing to be conſider'd, 
of great weight, which is more than ſuppoſed, 
and is fully proved, viz. That in their time, and 
before it, there was a great deal of Confuſion and 
Variety in the Latin Copies of the New Teſta- 
ment, and many Illuſtrations added, even in Cyprian's 
* time: And this was the Occaſion of St. Jerom's 
correcting the New Teſtament; as Mr. Martin 
cannot deny. St. Ferom complains of theſe Mat- 
ters, in his Preface to the Goſpels. 

In anſwer to ſome who found fault with his 
Deſign, I,, ſays he, they ſay that the Latin Copies 
are to be credited; let them tell me which? For there 
are almoſt as many different Copies as there are Boobs; 


why ſhould we not have recourſe to the Greek Or igi- 


nal, to correct the Faults which preceeded either from 
bad Tranſlation, or unjuſt Corrections, or from Ad- 
ditions and Alterations by careleſs Copiers * And 
St. Auguſtin had ſuch an Opinion of theſe Cor- 
ruptions of the Latin Bibles of the New Teſta- 
ment, that, with reſpect to their Difference from 
the Grcek Originals and St. Jerom's new Verſion, 
he calls them the old Falſities iu his afore-mention'd 
Epiitle : If any one, thro Contention, ſhall plead for 
the old Fallity, he i eaſily convinced or confuted by 
producing and comparing the (Greek) Þ Copies, By 
this we may diſcern how the Latin Bibles differ'd, 
and that it was very poſlible, nay eaſy, for St. 
Auguſiin's to want, what ſome other African's 
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+ F. Simon's Crit. Hiſt. of Verſ. of N. Teſt. ch. vi. 
+ Unde ſi quiſpiam veteri falſitati comentioſius faverit, pro- 
latis collatiſque Codicibus, vel docetut facillime, vel refellitur. 
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Bible might have, at leaſt after his time; and 'tis 
abſurd to talk of one common Bible of all the Latin 
Churches, out of which their Citations were taken; 
when tis from theſe Citations that the Difference 
of their Books appear. | 


And therefore ſince St. Ferom's Buſineſs was to 


correct ſuch Interpolations, Omiſſions, and Altera- 
tions, it follows that if he did not retain rh7s 
Verſe in his Bible, he, if he found it at all, e- 
ſteem'd it as a ſpurious Addition. Indeed *twas 
likely enough ſuch a fine myſtical Senſe of the 
Water, Blood, and Spirit, being ſo comman a- 
mong them, ſome or other would add it (as they 
oft did other Words) by way of Illuſtration, to 
the Text it felf; and ſo *twould remain : for 
tho St. Jerom reform'd the Latin Verſion, yet it 
was not received preſently, but made its way by 
degrees in ſome Ages before the other Verſion was 
laid aſide: and many reformed, and correFed the 
other by St. Ferom's, in the Places which they 
thought to be corrupted, ſome in one Place, ſome 
in another; which caus'd great Confuſion in the 
Latin * Manuſcripts ; and, I may add, gave great 
trouble to the Reviſers who caine after: but with- 
al it gave them an handle to omit, or keep in ſome 
Paſiages, as might be moſt agreeable to rhe Sen- 
timents of the Time they liv'd in. 

And therefore if St. Jerom had not this Text, 
it is of no great weight, that ſome Copies, ſup- 
po ſed to be taken from that of Charles the Great, 
have it. Indeed Mr. Martin ſuppoſes ſuch abun- 
dance of good and great Things, concerning thoſe 
Reviſers under that Prince, that they were ſo ju- 
dicious, ſa exact, ſo careful, ſo impartiah, and 
conſulted ſo many, and the beſt Latin Manuſcripts, 
and Greek ones too, and that they kept in this 
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* Ch, viii. Alſo Bingham's Antiq. Vol. 6. p. 443. 
Verſe 
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| they will . Hot now paſs,: When rontr 
rational Argo ments 3-and by {tr61 
the other fide, from all the Greek Mayulcripts 
| "Lieb. are older, as ſome of them are, 


pear. For tho M 


Ver 8 alle; * that be would 9 us Up! ri 
any doubr,- but that all was right : but the 
has been ſo oft deceiv'd: with: uch Prete ict 


tg \Exidenc On. 


Ban thoſe 
Times, and from all the Greek Fathers, and even 
from St. Jerom bimſelf, 28 Ihope is made to ap- 
T. Martin, with all his Treten: 
ces to Logick, is unreaſonable in expegi 
tive Proofs of a negative Point; yet I ha 
Reaſon to require a poſitive Proof of the 2 
native, (not mere Preſumptions) - viz. That this 
Text is, or ever WAS, . in aby* antient Greek Ma- 


nuſcripts, or even in St. Jerom' s Own Verſion cor- 


kes ted: by them. 5 
And therefore, when Mr. Ne can inform 
us truly, that one of his many ſuppoſed, miftaid, 
or loſt Greet Manuſcripts, is fopnd again, the 
World will be ready to hear of it; but when a 
_ Controverſy comes to conſiſt only of tedious Re- 
petitions, and perſonal Reflections, tis a N it 


- Either 1 is near to an end, or ought. to be ſo. 
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